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Attorneys  for  Petitioner,  La  Brea  Willoughby  Coalition 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 

LA  BREA  WILLOUGHBY  COALITION,  a  )  CASE  NO.:  i  qqt  CF*  0,4.  flS  Ti 
California  nonprofit  Public  Benefit  ) 

Corporation;  )  VERIFIED  PETITION  FOR  WRIT  OF 

)  MANDATE  AND  COMPLAINT  FOR 
Petitioner,  )  DECLARATORY  RELIEF 

vs.  ) 

)  (California  Public  Records  Act  §S  6250  et 

THE  CITY  OF  LOS  ANGELES,  a  charter  )  seq.) 

city  and  municipal  corporation;  the  LOS  ) 

ANGELES  DEPARTMENT  OF  CITY  ) 

PLANNING,  an  advisory  agency  of  the  City  ) 
of  Los  Angeles;  ) 

) 

Respondents.  ) 

— - - - - ) 
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1 .  This  Petition  for  Writ  of  Mandate  is  brought  by  Petitioner.  La  Brea  Willoughby 
Coalition  (“Petitioner”),  to  compel  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  and  its  Department  of  City  Planning 
(collectively  “Respondent”),  to  comply  with  its  duty  to  disclose  public  records  under  the 
California  Public  Records  Act  (Government  Code  §§  6250  et  seq.). 

2.  Petitioner  requested  that  Respondent  provide  it  with  public  records  relating  to 
w  hen.  how.  why  and  through  whom  certain  neighborhood  areas  in  the  Wilshire  District  of  Los 
Angeles  were  selected  for  upzoning,  as  part  of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles’  Metro  Purple  Line 
Heavy  Rail  Subway  expansion. 

3.  Respondent  is  breaching  its  mandatory  duty  to  comply  with  the  Public  Records 
Act.  by  improper ly  w  ithholding  records  responsive  to  Petitioner’s  request  under  the  “catch-all” 
exemption  located  in  Government  Code  (“Gov.  Code”)  §  6255(a).  Respondent  is  withholding 
responsive  records  on  the  grounds  that  the  records  are  “drafts”  and  their  disclosure  would  create 
a  real  risk  of  the  public  being  misinformed  as  to  the  components  of  the  City’s  plan  to  upzone 
certain  areas  as  part  of  the  Purple  Line  expansion.  However,  Respondent  has  actively  solicited 
public  comment  on  this  plan  and  has  already  disseminated  drafts  of  strategic  materials  relating  to 

j  the  plan  to  the  public. 

: 

4.  This  matter  involves  issues  of  substantial  public  interest.  Under  the  California 
Public  Records  Act,  the  public  has  the  right  to  access  this  information  upon  request.  This 
information  can  then  be  used  to  provide  public  comment  supporting  the  preservation  of  zoning 
laws  during  the  City7  of  Los  Angeles’  environmental  review  of  a  plan  that  will  result  in  the 
upzoning  of  several  neighborhood  areas  in  the  Wilshire  District. 

PARTIES 

5.  Petitioner,  La  Brea  Willoughby  Coalition,  incorporated  as  a  California 
nonprofit  Public  Benefit  Corporation,  is  a  neighborhood  association  that  represents  homeowners, 
renters,  and  businesses  in  the  La  Brea-Willoughby  neighborhood  of  Hollywood.  It  has  been  and 
continues  to  be  involved  in  protecting  the  quality  of  life  of  its  members  and  preserving  the  City’s 

i 

zoning  laws,  as  w  ell  as  the  character  and  scale  of  the  neighborhoods  that  it  represents.  La  Brea 
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1  Willoughby  Coalition  is  a  member  of  the  public  under  the  Public  Records  Act. 

2  6.  Respondent,  City  of  Los  Angeles  is  a  charter  city  and  a  municipal  corporation 

3  within  the  State  of  California. 

4  7-  Respondent,  Department  of  City  Planning,  is  an  agency  of  the  City  of  Los 

5  Angeles  and  a  local  and  public  agency  under  the  California  Public  Records  Act. 

6  JURISDICTION  AND  VKNTJF. 

7  8-  Jurisdiction  is  proper  in  this  court.  Petitioner’s  claim  arises  under  California 

8  state  laws  and  the  acts  or  omissions  complained  of  herein  occurred  in  the  County  of  Los 

9  Angeles.  This  court  has  subject-matter  jurisdiction  over  this  case,  pursuant  to  Gov.  Code  § 

10  6259(a),  because  the  records  being  sought  are  situated  within  Los  Angeles  County. 

^  ^  This  case  is  properly  classified  as  unlimited  civil  and  is  therefore,  within  the 

12  jurisdiction  of  this  court  because  it  is  not  one  of  the  types  of  cases  listed  as  a  limited  civil  case  in 

13  |  Civil  Code  §§  85  or  86. 

14  10-  This  court  has  personal  jurisdiction  over  Respondent  because  Respondent  is  a 

1 5  local  government  agent  of  California. 

16  n-  Venue  is  proper  in  this  court  under  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  §  394,  because  this 

17  is  an  action  against  the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  and  such  actions  may  be  tried  in  the  county  where 

18  ^  c% is  located.  In  addition.  Gov.  Code  §  6259  allows  venue  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the 

19  j  County  where  the  records  sought,  or  some  part  thereof,  are  situated. 

IMAUSTION  of  administrative  remedies 
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“[rjegulate  and  restrict  the  location  and  use  of  buildings,  structures  and  land. . “[rjegulate  and 
limit  the. .  .size  of  buildings  and  other  structures. . and  “[ljiinit  the  density  of  population;  and 
for  said  purposes  to  divide  die  City  into  zones  of  such  number,  shape  and  area  as  may  be  deemed 
best  suited  to  carry  out  these  regulations  and  provide  for  their  enforcement.”  (LAMC  § 
12.02.){Emphasis  added.) 

14.  *‘[S]uch  regulations  are  deemed  necessary  in  order  to  encourage  the  most 
appropriate  use  of  land; . .  .to  prevent  undue  concentration  of  population . .  .and  to  promote 
health,  safety,  and  the  general  welfare  all  in  accordance  with  the  comprehensive  plan. ' 
(LAMC  §  12.02  [emphasis  added].) 

JJ.  The  Metro  Purple  Line  Heavy  Rail  Subway  Transit  Neighborhood  Plan 

15.  In  the  middle  of  2012,  The  City  of  Los  Angeles  approved  a  project  to  extend 
the  Metro  Purple  Line  Heavy  Rail  Subway  (“Purple  Line”)  from  the  current  terminus  at 
Wilshire  Western  into  the  Westwood  area  of  Los  Angeles.  The  project  will  result  in  the 
construction  of  seven  new  stations  along  Wilshire  Boulevard.  The  City  seeks  to  increase  the 
number  of  residents  living  in  close  proximity  to  these  planned  stations.  To  incendvize  the 
development  of  affordable  housing  located  near  major  transit  stops.  Measure  JJJ  was  passed  by 
Los  Angeles  voters  in  September  2016. 

16.  Based  on  the  approval  of  Measure  JJJ.  the  City  established  the  Transit  Oriented 
Communities  Affordable  Housing  Incentive  Program  (“TOC”  or  “TOC  Program”).  The  TOC 
Program  has  been  codified  in  Los  Angeles  Municipal  Code  (“LAMC”)  §  12.22.A.31  and 
provides  that  certain  affordable  housing  developments  are  eligible  for  general  plan  amendments 
and  zoning  changes  (i.e.  incentives)  (Ibid.)  These  incentives  consist  of  increased  density  and 
reduced  minimum  square  feet  per  dwelling  unit,  reduced  floor  area  ratio  and  reduced  parking  for 
the  development  of  certain  affordable  housing  projects  within  “Affordable  Housing  Incentive 

!  Areas”  or  areas  located  near  (within  one-half  mile)  of  a  major  transit  stop,  as  that  term  is  defined 
by  Public  Resources  Code  §  21 155(b).  (LAMC  §  12.22.A.3 1(b)(2).) 

17.  In  relation  to  the  Purple  Line,  the  City  seeks  to  apply  the  TOC  program  to 
development  around  three  of  the  planned  extension  stations:  the  Wilshire/La  Brea  Station;  the 
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Wilshire/Fairfax  Station;  and  the  Wilshire/La  Cisnega  Station.  To  this  end,  the  City  has  selected 
certain  neighborhoods  around  these  stations  that  will  be  subject  to  less  restrictive  zoning  and 
land-use  regulation  than  ordinarily  required.  The  City  is  in  the  process  of  reviewing  and 
approving  the  regulatory  changes  that  will  allow  select  parcels  within  these  neighborhood  areas 
to  be  upzoned’ .  The  tool  through  which  the  City  will  implement  these  changes  is  the  Purple 
Line  Transit  Neighborhood  Plan  (“TNP”). 

1 8.  The  TNP  has  not  been  approved  by  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  and  is  currently 
undergoing  environmental  review  as  required  by  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  a 
state  law.  As  part  of  and  to  improve  its  TNP  environmental  review  process,  Respondent  has 
conducted  public  workshops,  open  houses,  public  surveys  and  generally  solicited  public 
comment.  At  least  24  outreach  and  public  engagement  events  have  been  organized  and 
conducted  as  part  of  the  TNP  environmental  review  process. 

19.  As  part  of  its  TNP  environmental  review  process,  Respondent  has  also 
disseminated  city  materials  to  the  public.  The  materials  contained  Respondent’s  strategies  for 
implementing  the  TNP  and  included,  but  are  not  limited  to:  Initial  Concept  Maps,  Corridor 
Vision  Maps,  maps  of  overlays  and  recent  planning  efforts  and  TOC  maps  —  an  disseminated  to 


tlie  pubeic  oemre  tbs  iNP  has  received  filial  approval.  These  preliminary  maps  identify  three 
residential  neighborhood  areas  that  will  be  subject  to  the  TOC  incentive  program 
(“Neighborhood  Areas”).  One  of  those  neighborhood  areas  is  the  Citrus  Neighborhood  Area,  or 
the  neighborhood  area  running  along  Citrus  Avenue,  bounded  by  San  Vicente  Boulevard,  La 
Brea  Boulevard,  Highland  Avenue  and  Edgewood  Place. 

20.  rue  disseminated  City  materials  reveal  more  than  just  the  neighborhood  areas 
subject  to  upzoning.  For  example,  the  Corridor  Vision  Map  reveals  that,  in  implementing  the 


TNP,  the  City  will  consider  protection  of  neighborhoods  with  a  high  percentage  of  rent-stabilizec 
apartments  and  consider  additional  density  while  ensuring  compatibility  with  the  existing  pattern 
of  development,  massing  and  prominent  architectural  features. 

21.  The  Livability  Strategy  discloses  the  City’s  intent  to  retain  existing  rent- 
stabilized  units. 
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22.  The  Initial  Concept  Map  discloses  that  the  City  intends  to  preserve  and  protect 
rent-stabilized  multifamily  residential  areas  with  unique  character  by  requiring  consistent  design 
of  buildings,  but  will  also  allow  a  mix  of  larger  apartment  buildings,  fourplexes  and  duplexes 
consistent  with  existing  building  forms  and  prominent  architectural  features. 

23.  Finally,  the  TOC  Map  shows  that  the  majority  of  the  Citrus  Neighborhood 
Area  is  outside  of  any  of  the  zones  representing  the  various  incentive  eligibility  “tiers”  created 
by  the  City. 

C.  The  California  Public  Records  Act 

24.  The  California  Public  Records  Act  is  codified  in  Gov.  Code  §§  6250  et  seq.  In 
enacting  the  Public  Records  Act,  the  legislature  of  California  declared  that  “[mjindful  of  the 
right  of  individuals  to  privacy. . .  access  to  information  concerning  the  conduct  of  the  people’s 
business  is  a  fundamental  and  necessary  right  of  every  person  in  this  state,”  (Gov.  Code  §  6250.) 

25.  Gov.  Code  §  6252(e)  states  in  relevant  part  that  ‘“Public  records’  includes  any 
writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public’s  business  prepared,  owned, 
used,  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency  regardless  of  physical  form  or  characteristics.” 

26.  Gov.  Code  §  6252(g)  states  ‘“Writing’  means  any  handwriting,  typewriting, 
printing.  Photostatting,  photographing,  photocopying,  transmitting  by  electronic  mail  or 
facsimile,  and  every  other  means  of  recording  upon  any  tangible  thing  any  form  of 
communication  or  representation,  including  letters,  words,  pictures,  sounds,  or  symbols,  or 
combinations  thereof,  and  any  record  thereby  created,  regardless  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
record  has  been  stored.” 

27.  Gov.  Code  §  6253(c)  states  in  relevant  part  “Each  agency,  upon  a  request  for  a 
copy  of  records,  shall,  within  1 0  days  from  receipt  of  the  request,  determine  whether  the  request, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  seeks  copies  of  disclosable  public  records  in  the  possession  of  the  agency  and 
shall  promptly  notify  the  person  making  the  request  of  the  determination  and  the  reasons 
therefor...” 

28.  Gov.  Code  §  6253(b)  states  in  relevant  part  “Except  with  respect  to  public 
records  exempt  from  disclosure  by  express  provisions  of  law,  each  state  or  local  agency,  upon  a 
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j]  request  for  a  copy  of  records  that  reasonably  describes  an  identifiable  record  or  records,  shall 
make  the  records  promptly  available  to  any  person...” 

29.  Gov.  Code  §  6253(a)  states  that  "Any  reasonably  segregable  portion  of  a 
record  shall  be  available  for  inspection  by  any  person  requesting  the  record  after  deletion  of  the 
portions  that  are  exempted  by  law.” 

30.  An  agency’s  failure  to  raise  an  exemption  waives  the  right  to  tender  policy 
arguments  logically  assigned  to  them.  (Citizens  for  a  Better  Environment  v.  Department  of  Food 
&  Agriculture  (1985)  171  Cal.  App.3d  704,  715-716.) 

3 1 .  Gov.  Code  §  6255(a)  contains  a  “catch-all”  exemption  which  requires  that 
“The  agency  shall  justify  withholding  any  record  by  demonstrating...  that  on  the  facts  of  the 
particular  case  die  public  interest  served  by  not  disclosing  the  record  clearly  outweighs  the  public 
interest  served  by  disclosure  of  the  record.” 

3.  Petitioner’s  Public  Records  Act  Recues  1 

32.  Petitioner  sent  a  November  19,  2018  California  Public  Records  Act  request 
(“CPRA  request”)  to  Respondent  for  all  records,  reports,  emails,  notes,  meeting  records,  intra- 
agency  memoranda  and  decisions  relating  to  the  multi-family  residential  neighborhood  areas 
identified  in  the  TNP  maps. 

33.  On  December  12, 2018,  Respondent  indicated  it  may  have  responsive  records 
and  subsequently  produced  approximately  2, 1 87  pages  of  records,  which  primarily  consisted  of 
public  comment  and  did  not  include  the  items  requested  in  Petitioner’s  November  19, 2018 
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35.  On  January  17,  2019,  Respondent  indicated  it  had  records  responsive  to  the 
CPRA  request.  Respondent  produced  the  same  approximate  2, 187  pages  of  records  that  it 
produced  with  its  December  12tn  response,  but  also  produced  additional  documents  in  various 
formats.  The  new  documents  did  not  include  Petitioner's  requested  items. 

36.  Respondent’s  January  17th  letter  also  claimed  responsive  documents  were 
being  withheld  under  Gov.  Code  §  6255.  The  letter  indicated  that  records  were  being  withheld 
because  they  were  “[djrafts  and  remain  exempt  under  Government  Code  Section  6255  because 
the  public  interest  served  by  not  disclosing  the  records  clearly  outweighs  the  public  interest 
served  by  their  disclosure." 

37.  In  an  effort  to  give  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to  Respondent,  on  March  27,  2019. 
Petitioner  sent  another  follow  up  letter  that  further  clarified  the  documents  that  Petitioner  was 
seeking. 
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38.  On  April  2, 2019,  Respondent  answered,  claiming  it  had  already  produced  all 
responsive  documents.  Respondent,  reiterated  that  it  was  withholding  responsive  public  records 
based  on  the  “catch  all”  exemption  contained  in  Gov.  Code  §  6255.  Respondent  indicated 
that  “[tjhese  drafts  represent  preliminary  ideas  and  thoughts  related  to  the  policy  initiative  and  do 
not  reflect  thatfsic]  final  policy  direction  provided  by  City  management  or  the  City’s  decision 
makers.  Producing  such  documents  would  create  the  real  risk  of  the  public  being 
misinformed  as  to  the  components  of  the  policy  initiative.  Through  the  release  of  various 
documents  and  through  numerous  public  workshops,  the  public  has  been  provided  with  staffs 
initial  recommendations  related  to  this  policy  initiative  and  an  opportunity  to  provide  input  on 
them.  This  process  will  continue  until  such  time  that  staff  finalizes  its  recommendations  to  the 
City’s  decision  makers.”  ([Emphasis  added].) 

39.  In  a  final  attempt  to  facilitate  the  production  of  responsive  records,  on  June  4th, 
2019,  Petitioner  sent  a  letter  to  Respondent  specifying  that  the  Petitioner  sought  records  relating 
to  how,  when,  why  and  through  whom  the  neighborhood  areas  were  selected  for  inclusion  on  the 
TNP  maps,  including:  1)  memoranda  relating  to  specifically  how,  when,  why  and/or  through 
whom  the  neighborhood  areas  were  selected  for  inclusion  on  the  TNP  Maps;  2)  reports  relating  j 
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correspondence  relating  to  specifically  how,  when,  why  and/or  through  whom  the  neighborhood 
areas  were  selected  for  inclusion  on  the  TNP  Maps.  Petitioner  pointed  out  that,  to  the  extent  that 
Respondent  was  withholding  any  of  these  records  from  public  disclosure,  Respondent’s  asserted 
interest  in  withholding  the  records  had  not  been  weighed  against  the  competing  public  interest 
favoring  disclosure. 

40.  On  July  1,  2019,  Respondent  answered,  claiming  simply  that  it  had  fully 
responded  to  Petitioner’s  CPRA  request,  conducted  a  number  of  public  meetings  on  the  project, 
and  made  information  available  to  the  public.  Respondent  stated  that  its  July  1st  letter  constituted 
the  final  response  to  Petitioner’s  CPRA  request. 

41.  Petitioner  is  informed  and  believes  that,  to  date,  Respondent  continues  to 
improperly  withhold  documents  responsive  to  Petitioner’s  CPRA  request  pursuant  to  the 
exemption  in  Gov.  Code  §  6255(a).  Respondent  is  withholding  the  records  on  the  grounds  that 
disclosure  of  the  “drafts”  would  “create  a  real  risk  of  of  public  misinformation  as  to  components 
of  the  policy  initiative”,  despite  having  already  disseminated  draft  materials  on  the  policy 
initiative  to  the  public. 

42.  Gov.  Code  §  6258  stales  “Any  person  may  institute  proceedings  for  injunctive 
or  declarative  relief  or  writ  of  mandate  in  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  to  enforce  his  or 
her  right  to  inspect  or  to  receive  a  copy  of  any  public  record  or  class  of  public  records  under  this 
chapter.  The  times  for  responsive  pleadings  and  for  hearings  in  these  proceedings  shall  be  set  by 
the  judge  of  the  court  with  the  object  of  seeming  a  decision  as  to  these  matters  at  the  earliest 


possible  time,” 


Gov.  Code  §  6259(a)  states  “Whenever  it  is  made  to  appear  by  verified  petition 
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49.  Respondent  is  failing  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  California  Public 
Records  Act  by  withholding  records  responsive  to  Petitioner’s  requests  based  on  the  “catch-all” 
exemption  contained  in  Gov.  Code  §  6255(a),  when  its  interest  in  withholding  the  records  does 
not  clearly  outweigh  the  public  interest  served  by  disclosure  of  the  records.  (Gov.  Code  § 
6255(a).) 

50.  Respondent’s  interest  in  withholding  the  records  pursuant  to  Gov.  Code  § 
6255(a)  is  that  the  records  are  “drafts”  and  “[Represent  preliminary  ideas  and  thoughts  related  to 
the  policy  initiative  and  do  not  reflect  thatjsic]  final  policy  direction  provided  by  City 
management  or  the  City’s  decision  makers.  Producing  such  documents  would  create  the  real 
risk  of  the  public  being  misinformed  as  to  the  components  of  the  policy  initiative.” 
However,  its  undisputed  that  Respondent  has  already  provided  the  public  with  some  drafts  of  the 
TNP  policy  that  represent  preliminary  ideas  and  thoughts  related  to  the  policy  initiative,  in  an 
effort  to  facilitate  public  input  and  comply  with  its  environmental  review  process.  Even  though 
the  TNP  has  not  received  final  approval,  Respondent  has  already  distributed  multiple 
preliminary  drafts  of  TNP  maps  and  other  strategic  materials  to  the  public.  {Ibid,)  The  subject  of 
Petitioner’s  requests  concerns  information  relating  to  the  neighbored  areas  that  have  been 
included  on  these  publicly  disseminated  maps.  Thus,  the  interest  asserted  by  Respondent  does 
not  justify  withholding  the  records  responsive  to  Petitioner’s  California  Public  Records  Act 
request.  The  public’s  interest  in  favor  of  disclosure  is  significant.  The  records  being  withheld 
relate  to  the  City  of  Los  Angeles’  development,  review  and  approval  of  the  Purple  Line  Transit 
Neighborhood  Plan;  apian  that  will  subject  several  neighborhood  areas  in  the  Wifshire  District 
to  less  stringent  zoning  and  land-use  regulations  than  ordinarily  required.  The  records  being 
withheld  may  reveal  issues  with  *he  TNP  planning  process  that  could  be  addressed  through 
public  comment  -  something  Respondent  is  actively  soliciting.  To  ensure  a  robust  review 
process  and  for  public  comment  to  be  meaningful,  the  public  must  have  all  the  necessary 
information.  The  public  has  the  right  to  access  Ibis  information  upon  request  and  uss  this 
information  to  provide  public  comment  supporting  the  preservation  of  zoning  la  ws  as  part  of  die 
TNP  environmental  review  process. 
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5 1 .  Thus,  the  significance  of  the  interests  in  favor  of  disclosure  required 
Respondent  to  produce  all  responsive  records  and  not  withhold  some  of  them. 

52.  Petitioner  is  a  member  of  the  public  under  the  California  Public  Records  Act. 
(Gov.  Code  §  6250(b)-(c).)  Petitioner  has  a  clear,  present  and  beneficial  right  to  the  performance 
of  Respondent’s  duty  under  the  California  Public  Records  Act  because  Petitioner  requested,  in 
writing,  disclosure  of  the  aforementioned  records  pursuant  to  the  California  Public  Records  Act. 

53.  Petitioner  is  prejudiced  by  Respondent’s  actions.  Petitioner  has  no  plain, 
speedy,  and  adequate  remedy  at  law.  Petitioner  will  be  denied  access  to  records  to  which  it  is 
otherwise  entitled,  unless  the  Court  grants  the  relief  requested  herein. 

PRAYER  FOR  RELIEF 

Petitioner  prays  that  this  Court: 

1 .  Conduct  an  in-camera  review  of  the  records  being  withheld: 

2.  Issue  a  declaration  that  the  records  being  withheld  by  Respondent  are  not  exempt  under 
Government  Code  §  6255; 

3 .  Issue  a  declaration  that  Respondent  is  in  violation  of  the  California  Public  Records  Act 
because  it  is  improperly  withholding  records  responsive  to  Petitioner’s  California 
Public  Records  Act  request  under  Government  Code  §  6255: 

4.  Issue  a  peremptory  Writ  of  Mandate  commanding  Respondent  to  produce  to  Petitioner,  i 
within  10  days,  all  of  the  records  being  withheld; 

5 .  Award  attorney 5  s  fees  against  Respondent  pursuant  to  Government  Code  §  6259 : 

6.  Award  litigation  expenses  and  costs  of  suit  against  Respondent:  and 

7.  Award  such  other  and  further  relief  as  the  court  may  deem  just  and  proper. 

DATED:  September  1 9, 20 1 9  VENSKUS  &  ASSOCIATES.  A.P.C. 


Attorneys  for  Petitioner,  La  Brea  Willoughby 
Coalition 
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I 


VERIFICATION 


L,  the  undersigned,  declare  that  I  am  the  president  of  La  Brea  Willoughby  Coalition,  the  Petitioner  in 
this  action.  1  have  read  the  foregoing  VERIFIED  PETITION  FOR  WRIT  OF  MANDATE  AND 
COMPLAINT  FOR  DECLARATORY  RELIEF  and  know  the  contents,  thereof.  The  matters  stated 
in  the  forgoing  document  are  true  of  my  knowledge,  expect  as  to  those  matters  which  are  stated  on 
information  and  belief,  and  as  to  those  matters,  I  believe  them  to  be  true. 


Executed  on  19  September  2019 


California, 


os  Angeles 


I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury,  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California,  that  the  forgoing  is  true  and 
correct.  vs 


Lucille  Saunders 
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the  Superior  Court  of  California,  County  of  Los  Angeles  [Code  Civ.  Proc.,  §392  et  seq.,  and  Local  Rule  2.3(a)(1)(E)], 
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Civil  Case  Cover  Sheet,  Judicial  Council  form  CM-010. 

Q2/ieiaSe  C°Ver  SheSt  Addendum  and  Statement  of  Location  form,  LACIV  109,  LASC  Approved  03-04  (Rev. 


Payment  in  full  of  the  filing  fee,  unless  there  is  court  order  for  waiver,  partial  or  scheduled  payments. 
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Additional  copies  of  documents  to  be  conformed  by  the  Clerk.  Copies  of  the  cover  sheet  and  this  addendum 
must  be  served  along  with  the  summons  and  complaint,  or  other  initiating  pleading  in  the  case. 
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CIVIL  CASE  COVER  SHEET 
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factors  requiring  exceptional  judicial  management: 

a.  ZZ  Large  number  of  separately  represented  parties  d.  ZD  Large  number  of  witnesses 

b.  ZZI  Extensive  motion  practice  raising  difficult  or  novel  e.  ZZ1  Coordination  with  related  actions  pending  in  one  or  more  courts 

_ _  'ssues  ^at  will  be  time-consuming  to  resolve  _ in  other  counties,  states,  or  countries,  or  in  a  federal  court 

c.  | — 1  Substantial  amount  of  documentary  evidence  f.  ZZ  Substantial  postjudgment  judicial  supervision 

3.  Remedies  sought  (check  all  that  apply):  a .  j  1  monetary  b.|  ✓  |  nonmonetary;  declaratory  or  injunctive  relief  c.  [  I  punitive 
4.  Number  of  causes  of  action  (specify):  One  {1 ) 

5.  This  case  ZZ  is  I  *  I  is  not  a  class  action  suit. 

6.  If  there  are  any  known  related  cases,  file  and  serve  a  notice  of  related  ca,’ 

Date:  September  19,  2019 
Jason  Sanders,  Esq. 
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*  Plaintiff  must  file  this  cover  sheet  with  the  first  paper  filed  in  the  action  or  proceeding  (except  small  claims  cases  or  cases  filed 
under  the  Probate  Code,  Family  Code,  or  Welfare  and  Institutions  Code).  (Cal.  Rules  of  Court,  rule  3.220.)  Failure  to  file  may  result 
in  sanctions. 

*  File  this  cover  sheet  in  addition  to  any  cover  sheet  required  by  local  court  rule. 

8  If  this  case  is  complex  under  rule  3.400  et  seq.  of  the  California  Rules  of  Court,  you  must  serve  a  copy  of  this  cover  sheet  on  all 
other  parties  to  the  action  or  proceeding. 

*  Unless  this  is  a  collections  case  under  rule  3.740  or  a  complex  case,  this  cover  sheet  will  be  used  for  statistical  purposes  only. 
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Instructions  for  handling  unlimited  civil  cases 


The  following  critical  provisions  of  the  California  Rules  of  Court,  Title  3,  Division  7,  as  applicable  in  the  Superior  Court,  are  summarized 
for  your  assistance, 

APPLICATION 

The  Division  7  Rules  were  effective  January  I,  2007.  They  apply  to  all  general  civil  cases, 

PRIORITY  OVER  OTHER  RULES 

The  Division  7  Rules  shall  have  priority  over  all  other  Local  Rules  to  the  extent  the  others  are  inconsistent. 

CHALLENGE  TO  ASSIGNED  JUDGE 

A  challenge  under  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  Section  170.6  must  be  made  within  IS  days  after  notice  of  assignment  for  all  purposes 
to  a  judge,  or  if  a  party  has  not  yet  appeared,  within  15  days  of  the  first  appearance. 

TIME  STANDARDS 

Cases  assigned  to  the  Independent  Calendaring  Courts  will  be  subject  to  processing  under  the  following  time  standards: 

COMPLAINTS 

All  complaints  shall  be  served  within  60  days  of  filing  and  proof  of  service  shall  be  filed  within  90  days. 

CROSS-COMPLAINTS 

Without  leave  of  court  first  being  obtained,  no  cross-complaint  may  be  filed  by  any  party  after  their  answer  is  filed.  Cross¬ 
complaints  shall  be  served  within  30  days  of  the  filing  date  and  a  proof  of  service  filed  within  60  days  of  the  filing  date, 

STATUS  CONFERENCE 

A  status  conference  will  be  scheduled  by  the  assigned  Independent  Calendar  Judge  no  later  than  270  days  after  the  filing  of  the 
complaint.  Counsel  must  be  fully  prepared  to  discuss  the  following  issues:  alternative  dispute  resolution,  bifurcation,  settlement, 
trial  date,  and  expert  witnesses. 

FINAL  STATUS  CONFERENCE 

The  Court  will  require  the  parties  to  attend  a  final  status  conference  not  more  than  10  days  before  the  scheduled  trial  date.  All 
parties  shall  have  motions  in  limine,  bifurcation  motions,  statements  of  major  evidentiary  issues,  dispositive  motions,  requested 
form  jury  instructions,  special  jury  instructions,  and  special  jury  verdicts  timely  filed  and  served  prior  to  the  conference.  These 
matters  may  be  heard  and  resolved  at  this  conference.  At  least  five  days  before  this  conference,  counsel  must  also  have  exchanged 
lists  of  exhibits  and  witnesses,  and  have  submitted  to  the  court  a  brief  statement  of  the  case  to  be  read  to  the  jury  panel  as  required 
by  Chapter  Three  of  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Rules, 

SANCTIONS 

The  court  will  impose  appropriate  sanctions  for  the  failure  or  refusal  to  comply  with  Chapter  Three  Rules,  orders  made  by  the 
Court,  and  time  standards  or  deadlines  established  by  the  Court  or  by  the  Chapter  Three  Rules.  Such  sanctions  may  be  on  a  party, 
or  if  appropriate,  on  counsel  for  a  party. 

This  is  not  a  complete  delineation  of  the  Division  7  or  Chapter  Three  Rules,  and  adherence  only  to  the  above  provisions  is 
therefore  not  a  guarantee  against  the  imposition  of  sanctions  under  Trial  Court  Delay  Reduction.  Careful  reading  and 
compliance  with  the  actual  Chapter  Rules  is  imperative. 

Class  Actions 

Pursuant  to  Local  Rule  2.3,  all  class  actions  shall  be  filed  at  the  Stanley  Mosk  Courthouse  and  are  randomly  assigned  to  a  complex 
judge  at  the  designated  complex  courthouse.  If  the  case  is  found  not  to  be  a  class  action  it  will  be  returned  to  an  Independent 
Calendar  Courtroom  for  all  purposes. 

*  Provisionally  Complex  Cases 

Cases  filed  as  provisionally  complex  are  initially  assigned  to  the  Supervising  Judge  of  complex  litigation  for  determination  of 
complex  status.  If  the  case  is  deemed  to  be  complex  within  the  meaning  of  California  Rules  of  Court  3.400  et  seq.,  it  will  be 
randomly  assigned  to  a  complex  judge  at  the  designated  complex  courthouse,  If  the  case  is  found  not  to  be  complex,  it  will  be 
returned  to  an  Independent  Calendar  Courtroom  for  all  purposes. 
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Superior  Court  of  California,  County  of  Los  Angeles 


tuts  NATIVE  DISPUTE  RESOLUTION  (ADR) 
INFORMATION  PACKAGE 


MMSf  SERVE  THIS  ADR  INFORMATION  PACKAGE  ON  EACH  PARTY  WITH  THE  COMPLAINT 


CR 05  -‘SOWiPL^IMAWTS  must  serve  this  ADR  Information  Package  on  any  new  parties  named  to  the  action 
with  the  cross-complaint. 


What  is  ADR? 

ADR  helps  people  find  solutions  to  their  legal  disputes  without  going  to  trial.  The  main  types  of  ADR  are  negotiation, 
mediation,  arbitration  and  settlement  conferences.  When  ADR  is  done  by  phone  or  computer,  it  may  be  called  Online 
Dispute  Resolution  (ODR).  These  "alternatives"  to  litigation  and  trial  are  described  below. 


*  Saves  Tima;  ADR  Is  faster  than  going  to  trial. 

*  Saves  MoneY:  Parties  can  save  on  court  costs,  attorney's  fees  and  witness  fees. 

Reaps  Control  with  the  parties;  Parties  choose  their  ADR  process  and  provider  for  voluntary  ADR. 

*  Reduces  stress/protects  privacy:  ADR  Is  done  outside  the  courtroom,  in  private  offices,  by  phone  or  online. 


Disadvantages  of  ADR 

®  Costs:  If  the  parties  do  not  resolve  their  dispute,  they  msy  have  to  pay  for  ADR  and  litigation  and  trial. 
u  Trial:  ADR  does  hot  provide  a  public  trial  or  a  decision  by  a  judge  or  jury. 


Main  Tvttas  af  ADR: 

1  Negotiation:  Parties  often  talk  with  each  other  in  person,  or  by  phone  or  online  about  resolving  their  case  with  a 
set  a  rnent  agreem  ant  instead  of  s  trial,  if  the  parties  have  lawyers,  they  will  negotiate  for  their  clients, 

2.  Mediation:  in  mediation,  a  neutral  "mediated'  listens  to  each  person's  concerns,  helps  them  evaluate  the 
strengths  and  weaknesses  of  their  case,  and  works  with  them  ts  tty  to  create  a  settlement  agreement  that  is 
acceptable  to  all.  Mediators  do  not  decide  the  outcome.  Parties  may  go  to  trial  if  they  decide  not  to  settle. 


Mediation  may  ..he  appropriate  when  the  parties 

4  want  to  work  out  a  solution  but  need  help  from  a  neutral  person. 

*  have  communication  problems  or  strong  emotions  that  interfere  with  resolution. 
Mediation  may  net  be  appropriate  when  the  parties 

0  want  a  public  trial  and  want  a  judge  or  jury  to  decide  the  outcome. 

•  Sack  equal  bargaining  power  or  have  a  history  of  physical/emotional  abuse. 
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wsworanon:  fKtmtfB tton  $s  less  formal  than  trial!  but  like  trial,  the  parties  present  evidence  and  arguments  to  the 
person  who  decides  the  outcome.  In  "binding"  arbitration,  the  arbitrator's  decision  Is  final;  there  is  no  right  to 
trial.  In  "nonbinding"  arbitration,  any  party  esn  request  a  trial  after  the  arbitrator's  decision.  For  more 
information  about  arbitration,  visit  httn://virww.courts.ca.gov/Broge'ams-adr.htm 

4.  Mandatory  Settlement  Conferences  (fiaSQ;  MSCs  are  ordered  by  the  Court  and  are  often  held  dose  to  the  trial 
date.  The  parties  and  their  attorneys  meet  with  a  judge  or  settlement  officer  who  does  not  make  a  decision  but 
assists  the  parties  in  evaluating  the  strengths  and  weaknesses  of  the  case  and  in  negotiating  a  settlement. 

For  information  about  the  Court's  MSC  programs  for  civil  cases,  visit:  ivswjJaco urt.org/dBrdsinn/d^/settlement 


ios  Angelas  Superior  Court  ADR  website: 

For  general  fnformgtloii  and  videos  about  A$R,  visit 
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Respondents  CITY  OF  LOS  ANGELES  and  LOS  ANGELES  DEPARTMENT  OF  CITY 
PLANNING  (collectively,  “Respondent”  or  “City”)  hereby  answers  the  Verified  Petition  for  Writ  of 
Mandate  and  Complaint  for  Declaratory  Relief  (“Petition”)  filed  by  Petitioner  LA  BREA 
WILLOUGHBY  COALITION  (“Petitioner”)  in  the  above-captioned  proceeding.  For  consistency  and 
ease  of  reference,  certain  headings  in  the  Petition  are  repeated  in  this  answer  but  should  not  be  construed 
as  an  admission  or  adoption  of  any  part  of  the  Petition. 

INTRODUCTION 

1 .  Answering  Paragraph  1  of  the  Petition,  the  City  admits  that  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  concerns  a  claim  made  under  the  California  Public  Records  Act  (Gov.  Code,  §  6250  et  seq.). 
The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  1  contains  argument,  speculation,  and 
conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required, 
the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  1 . 

2.  Answering  Paragraph  2  of  the  Petition,  the  City  lacks  information  and  belief  sufficient  to 
enable  it  to  admit  or  deny  the  allegations  relating  to  the  identity,  intentions,  or  activities  of  Petitioner  and 
on  that  basis  denies  each  and  every  allegation  in  Paragraph  2. 

3.  Answering  Paragraph  3  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Paragraph  3  contains 
argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a 
further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  allegation  in  Paragraph  3. 

4.  Answering  Paragraph  4  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Paragraph  4  contains 
argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a 
further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  allegation  in  Paragraph  4. 

PARTIES 

5.  Answering  Paragraph  5  of  the  Petition,  the  City  lacks  information  and  belief  sufficient  to 
enable  it  to  admit  or  deny  the  allegations  relating  to  the  identity,  intentions,  or  activities  of  Petitioner  and 
on  that  basis  denies  each  and  every  allegation  in  Paragraph  5. 

6.  Answering  Paragraph  6  of  the  Petition,  the  City  admits  that  it  is  a  charter  city  and  a 
municipal  corporation  within  the  State  of  California. 
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7.  Answering  Paragraph  7  of  the  Petition,  the  City  admits  that  the  Los  Angeles  Department 
of  City  Planning  is  an  agency  ot  the  City  of  Los  Angeles.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder 
of  Paragraph  7  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required, 
and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation 
in  Paragraph  7. 

JURISDICTION  AND  VENUE 

8.  Answering  Paragraph  8  of  the  Petition,  the  City  admits  that  this  Court  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  above-captioned  proceeding.  The  City  further  contends  that  Government  Code  section  6259 
speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  Except  as  expressly  admitted,  the  City 
denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  8. 

9.  Answering  Paragraph  9  of  the  Petition,  the  City  admits  that  this  Court  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  above-captioned  proceeding.  The  City  further  contends  that  Civil  Code  sections  85  and  86 
speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  9  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  9. 

1 0.  Answering  Paragraph  1 0  of  the  Petition,  the  City  admits  that  this  Court  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  above-captioned  proceeding.  The  City  further  admits  that  it  is  a  local  government  agency  within 
the  State  of  California.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  10  contains  argument, 
speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further 
response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  10. 

1 1 .  Answering  Paragraph  1 1  of  the  Petition,  the  City  admits  that  this  Court  is  the  proper 
venue  for  the  above  captioned  proceeding.  The  City  further  contends  that  Code  of  Civil  Procedure 
section  394  and  Government  Code  section  6259  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response 
is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  1 1  contains  argument, 
speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further 
response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  1 1 . 
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administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required. 
The  City  further  contends  that  Measure  JJJ,  Los  Angeles  Municipal  Code  section  12.22.A.31,  and  Public 
Resources  Code  section  21155  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The 
City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  16  contains  argument,  speculation,  and 
conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required, 
the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  16. 

17.  Answering  Paragraph  17  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City’s 
action  on  the  Purple  Line  Transit  Neighborhood  Plan  (“PLTNP”)  is  contained  in  the  administrative 
record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City 
further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  17  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of 
law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies 
each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  17. 

IS.  Answering  Paragraph  1 8  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City's 
action  on  the  PLTNP  is  contained  in  the  administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and 
therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (“CEQA”)  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further 
contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  18  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to 
which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each 
and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  18. 

1 9.  Answering  Paragraph  1 9  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City’s 
action  on  the  PLTNP  is  contained  in  the  administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and 
therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  19 
contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the 
extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in 
Paragraph  19. 

20.  Answering  Paragraph  20  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City’ s 

action  on  the  PLTNP  is  contained  in  the  administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and 

therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  20 
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contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the 
extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in 
Paragraph  20. 

21.  Answering  Paragraph  21  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City’s 
action  on  the  PLTNP  is  contained  in  the  administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and 
therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  21 
contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the 
extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in 
Paragraph  21 . 

22.  Answering  Paragraph  22  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City’s 
action  on  the  PLTNP  is  contained  in  the  administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and 
therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  22 
contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the 
extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in 
Paragraph  22. 

23.  Answering  Paragraph  23  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City’s 
action  on  the  PLTNP  is  contained  in  the  administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and 
therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  23 
contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the 
extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in 
Paragraph  23. 

C.  The  California  Public  Records  Act 

24.  Answering  Paragraph  24  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code 
sections  6250  el  seq.,  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City 
further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  24  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of 
law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies 
each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  24. 
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25.  Answering  Paragraph  25  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 
6252  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  25  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  25. 

26.  Answering  Paragraph  26  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 

6252  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  26  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  26. 

27.  Answering  Paragraph  27  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 

6253  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  27  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  27. 

28.  Answering  Paragraph  28  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 
6253  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  28  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  28. 

29.  Answering  Paragraph  29  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 
6253  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  29  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  29. 

30.  Answering  Paragraph  30  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Paragraph  30  contains 

argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a 

further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  allegation  in  Paragraph  30. 
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response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  35. 

36.  Answering  Paragraph  36  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Petitioner’s  Public 
Records  Act  requests  at  issue  in  the  above-caption  proceedings,  and  the  City’s  responses  to  those 
requests,  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends 
that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  36  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no 
response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  36. 

37.  Answering  Paragraph  37  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Petitioner’s  Public 
Records  Act  requests  at  issue  in  the  above-caption  proceedings,  and  the  City’s  responses  to  those 
requests,  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends 
that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  37  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no 
response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  37. 

38.  Answering  Paragraph  38  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Petitioner’s  Public 
Records  Act  requests  at  issue  in  the  above-caption  proceedings,  and  the  City’s  responses  to  those 
requests,  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends 
that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  38  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no 
response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  38. 

39.  Answering  Paragraph  39  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Petitioner’s  Public 
Records  Act  requests  at  issue  in  the  above-caption  proceedings,  and  the  City’s  responses  to  those 
requests,  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends 
that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  39  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no 
response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  39. 

40.  Answering  Paragraph  40  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Petitioner’ s  Public 
Records  Act  requests  at  issue  in  the  above-caption  proceedings,  and  the  City’s  responses  to  those 
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requests,  speak  for  themselves  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends 
that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  40  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no 
response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  40. 

41 .  Answering  Paragraph  41  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 
6255  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  41  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  41 . 

42.  Answering  Paragraph  42  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 

6258  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  42  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  42. 

43.  Answering  Paragraph  43  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 

6259  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  43  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  43. 

44.  Answering  Paragraph  44  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 
6259  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  44  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  44. 

45.  Answering  Paragraph  45  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Government  Code  section 
6259  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the 
remainder  of  Paragraph  45  contains  argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response 
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is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every 
remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  45. 

FIRST  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 

(Failure  to  Perform  a  Mandatory  Duty  Pursuant  to  the  California  Public  Records  Act) 

46.  Answering  Paragraph  46  of  the  Petition,  the  City  incorporates  by  reference  its  responses 
to  each  and  every  paragraph  of  the  Petition  set  forth  above. 

47.  Answering  Paragraph  47  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  California  Public 
Records  Act  (Government  Code  sections  6250  et  seq .)  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response 
is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  47  contains  argument, 
speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further 
response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  47. 

48.  Answering  Paragraph  48  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  California  Public 
Records  Act  (Government  Code  sections  6250  et  seq.)  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response 
is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  48  contains  argument, 
speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further 
response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  48. 

49.  Answering  Paragraph  49  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  California  Public 
Records  Act  (Government  Code  sections  6250  et  seq.)  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response 
is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  49  contains  argument, 
speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further 
response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  49. 

50.  Answering  Paragraph  50  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  California  Public 
Records  Act  (Government  Code  sections  6250  et  seq.)  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response 
is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  record  of  the  City’s  action  on  the  PLTNP  is  contained  in 
the  administrative  record  for  that  project  and  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response  is 
required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  50  contains  argument,  speculation, 
and  conclusions  oflaw  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further  response  is 
required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  50. 
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5 1 .  Answering  Paragraph  50  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Paragraph  5 1  contains 
argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a 
further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  51. 

52.  Answering  Paragraph  52  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  the  California  Public 
Records  Act  (Government  Code  sections  6250  et  seq .)  speaks  for  itself  and  therefore  no  further  response 
is  required.  The  City  further  contends  that  the  remainder  of  Paragraph  52  contains  argument, 
speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a  further 
response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  52. 

53.  Answering  Paragraph  53  of  the  Petition,  the  City  contends  that  Paragraph  53  contains 
argument,  speculation,  and  conclusions  of  law  to  which  no  response  is  required,  and  to  the  extent  that  a 
further  response  is  required,  the  City  denies  each  and  every  remaining  allegation  in  Paragraph  53. 

CITY’S  RESPONSE  TO  PETITIONER’S  PRAYER  FOR  RELIEF 

!  ■  Answering  Paragraph  1  of  Petitioner's  Prayer  for  Relief,  the  City  denies  that  Petitioner  is 
entitled  to  any  of  the  relief  it  requests,  or  to  any  relief  whatsoever. 

2.  Answering  Paragraph  2  of  Petitioner’s  Prayer  for  Relief,  the  City  denies  that  Petitioner  is 
entitled  to  any  of  the  relief  it  requests,  or  to  any  relief  whatsoever. 

3.  Answering  Paragraph  3  of  Petitioner’s  Prayer  for  Relief,  the  City  denies  that  Petitioner  is 
entitled  to  any  of  the  relief  it  requests,  or  to  any  relief  whatsoever. 

4.  Answering  Paragraph  4  of  Petitioner’s  Prayer  for  Relief,  the  City  denies  that  Petitioner  is 
entitled  to  any  of  the  relief  it  requests,  or  to  any  relief  whatsoever. 

5.  Answering  Paragraph  5  of  Petitioner’s  Prayer  for  Relief,  the  City  denies  that  Petitioner  is 
entitled  to  any  of  the  relief  it  requests,  or  to  any  relief  whatsoever. 

6.  Answering  Paragraph  6  of  Petitioner’s  Prayer  for  Relief,  the  City  denies  that  Petitioner  is 
entitled  to  any  of  the  relief  it  requests,  or  to  any  relief  whatsoever. 

7.  Answering  Paragraph  7  of  Petitioner’s  Prayer  for  Relief,  the  City  denies  that  Petitioner  is 
entitled  to  any  of  the  relief  it  requests,  or  to  any  relief  whatsoever. 
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AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSES 
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Without  admitting  it  carries  the  burden  of  proof  as  to  any  of  Petitioner’s  causes  of  action,  the 
City  alleges  the  following  separate  and  independent  affirmative  defenses.  The  City  reserves  the  right  to 
assert  additional  affirmative  defenses,  cross-claims,  or  third  party  claims  whenever  the  basis  for  such 
allegations  is  discovered. 

FIRST  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 
(Failure  to  State  a  Claim) 

As  a  first,  separate  affirmative  defense,  the  Petition  and  each  and  every  cause  of  action  alleged 
therein  fail  to  allege  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action. 

SECOND  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 
(No  Available  Relief) 

As  a  second,  separate  affirmative  defense,  the  Petition  and  each  and  every  cause  of  action 
alleged  therein  fail  to  allege  facts  sufficient  to  state  a  claim  for  which  the  Court  may  grant  relief. 

THIRD  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 
(Lack  of  Standing) 

As  a  third,  separate  affirmative  defense,  Petitioner  lacks  standing  and  capacity  to  bring  or 
maintain  this  action. 

FOURTH  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 
(Failure  to  Exhaust  Administrative  Remedies) 

As  a  fourth,  separate  affirmative  defense,  the  Petition  and  each  and  every  cause  of  action  alleged 
therein  are  barred  because  Petitioner  failed  to  exhaust  its  administrative  remedies  as  required  to  maintain 
the  causes  of  action. 

FIFTH  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 
(Laches) 

As  a  sixth,  separat  e  affirmative  defense,  the  Petition  and  each  and  every  cause  of  action  alleged 
therein  are  barred  by  the  doctrine  of  laches. 
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TWELFTH  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 
(No  Right  to  Relief) 

As  a  twelfth,  separate  affirmative  defense,  Petitioner  has  no  clear,  present,  and  beneficial  right  to 


4  the  relief  it  seeks. 


5  THIRTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 

6  (No  Prejudice) 

7  As  a  thirteenth,  separate  affirmative  defense,  Petitioner  is  not  entitled  to  any  relief,  insofar  as  the 

8  City  complied  with  all  applicable  laws,  and  to  the  extent  any  error  was  made,  such  error  was  not 

9  prejudicial. 

1 0  FOURTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 

1 1  (Ripeness) 

12  As  a  fourteenth,  separate  affirmative  defense,  Petitioner’s  claims  are  not  ripe  for  adjudication. 

1 3  FIFTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 

14  (Statute  of  Limitations) 

15  Asa  fifteenth,  separate  affirmative  defense,  the  Petition  and  each  and  every  cause  of  action 

1 6  alleged  therein  are  barred  by  the  applicable  statute  of  limitations. 

17  SIXTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE  DEFENSE 

18  (Contrary  to  Public  Policy) 

19  Asa  sixteenth,  separate  affirmative  defense,  the  Petition  and  each  and  every  cause  of  action 

20  alleged  therein  are  barred  because  the  relief  Petitioner  seeks,  if  granted,  would  compel  the  City  to  act  in 

21  a  manner  contrary  to  public  policy. 

22  PRAYER 

23  WHEREFORE,  the  City  prays  for  the  following  relief: 

24  1 .  Deny  Petitioner’s  request  for  relief  in  all  respects  and  hold  that  Petitioner  takes  nothing 

25  by  this  action; 

26  2.  Enter  judgment  in  favor  of  the  City  and  dismiss  the  Petition  and  each  and  every  cause  of 

27  action  therein; 

28  3.  Award  the  City  costs  of  suit; 
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4.  Grant  the  City  such  other  relief  as  the  Court  deems  just  and  proper. 


2 

3 
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5 

6 

7 
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9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 
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DATED:  November  1,  2019 


OFFICE  OF  THE  LOS  ANGELES  CITY 
ATTORNEY 


By:  /s/ LEONARD  P.  ASLANIAN 

MICHAEL  N.  FEUER,  City  Attorney 
TERRY  P.  KAUFMANN  MACIAS, 

Sr.  Asst.  City  Attorney 

JOHN  W.  FOX,  Deputy  City  Attorney 

LEONARD  P.  ASLANIAN,  Deputy  City  Attorney 


Attorneys  for  Respondent 
CITY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 
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PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


I,  the  undersigned,  say:  I  am  over  the  age  of  1 8  years  and  not  a  party  to  the  within  action  or 
proceeding.  My  business  address  is  200  North  Main  Street,  701  City  Hall  East,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90012. 

On  November,  I  served  the  foregoing  documents  described  as:  RESPONDENTS  CITY  OF  LOS 
ANGELES  AND  LOS  ANGELES  DEPARTMENT  OF  CITY  PLANNING’S  ANSWER  TO 
VERIFIED  PETITION  FOR  WRIT  OF  MANDATE  AND  COMPLAINT  FOR  DECLARATORY 
RELIEF  on  all  interested  parties  in  this  action  as  follows: 

Sabrina  D.  Venskus,  Esq. 

Jason  R.  Sanders,  Esq. 

VENSKUS  &  ASSOCIATES,  A.P.C 

1055  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  1996 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90017 
Email:  venskus@lawsv.com 
isanders@lawsv.com 

[X]  BY  MAIL  - 1  deposited  such  envelope(s)  for  collection,  processing  and  mailing  by  my  office.  I 
am  readily  familiar  with  the  business  practice  of  my  office  for  collection  and  processing  of 
correspondence  for  mailing  with  the  United  States  Postal  Service.  Under  that  practice,  it  is 
deposited  with  the  United  States  Postal  Service  on  that  same  day,  at 

Los  Angeles,  California,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business.  I  am  aware  that  on  motion  of  the 
party  served,  service  is  presumed  invalid  if  postage  cancellation  date  or  postage  meter  date  is 
more  than  one  (1)  day  after  the  date  of  deposit  for  mailing  in  affidavit;  and/or 

[  ]  BY  OVERNIGHT  COURIER  - 1  deposited  such  envelope  in  a  regularly  maintained  overnight 
courier  parcel  receptacle  prior  to  the  time  listed  thereon  for  pick-up.  Hand  delivery  was 
guaranteed  by  the  next  business  day. 

[  ]  BY  PERSONAL  SERVICE  -  (  )  I  delivered  by  hand,  or  (  )  I  caused  to  be  delivered  via 

messenger  service,  such  envelope  to  the  offices  of  the  addressee  with  delivery  time  prior  to  5:00 
p.m.  on  the  date  specified  above. 

[  ]  BY  ELECTRONIC  MAIL  - 1  transmitted  via  EMAIL  the  document(s)  listed  above  to  the  parties 
set  forth  above  on  this  date. 

I  declare  that  I  am  employed  in  the  office  of  a  member  of  the  bar  of  this  court  at  whose  direction 
the  service  was  made.  I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  that 
the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct.  Executed  on  November  1,  2019,  at  Los  Angeles,  California. 


/s/  Anna  M.  Garcia 

ANNAM.  GARCIA 
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documents  in  Limited  Civil  cases  by  litigants  represented  by  attorneys.  On  January  2,  2019,  the  Los 
Angeles  County  Superior  Court  mandated  electronic  filing  of  all  documents  filed  in  Non-Complex 
Unlimited  Civil  cases  by  litigants  represented  by  attorneys.  (California  Rules  of  Court,  rule  2.253(b).} 
All  electronically  filed  documents  in  Limited  and  Non-Complex  Unlimited  cases  are  subject  to  the 


following: 


1)  DEFINITIONS 

a)  “Booteark*1  A  bookmark  is  a  PDF  document  navigational  tool  that  allows  the  reader  to 


attached. 


d)  "Electronic  filing”  Electronic  Filing  (eHIfttg)  is  the  electronic  transmission  to  a  Court  of  i 
document  In  electronic  fmm.  (California  Rules  of  Court,  rule  2.250(b)(7).) 


AMENDED  GENERAL  ORDER  8 


rUll  FDR  CIVIL 


2019-GEN-014-00 


e)  “Electronic  Filing  Service  Provider”  An  Electronic  Filing  Service  Provider  (EFSP)  is  a 
person  or  entity  that  receives  aa  electronic  filing  from  a  party  for  retransmission  to  the  Court. 
In  the  submission  of  filings,  the  EFSP  does  so  on  behalf  of  the  electronic  filer  and  not  as  an 
agent  of  the  Court.  (California  Rules  of  Court,  rule  2.250(b)(8).) 

-  f)  “Electronic  Signature”  For  purposes  of  these  local  rules  and  in  conformity  with  Code  of 
Civil  Procedure  section  17,  subdivision  (b)(3),  section  34,  and  section  1010.6,  subdivision 
(b)(2),  Government  Code  section  68150,  subdivision  (g),  and  California  Rules  of  Court,  rule 
2.257,  the  term  "Electronic  Signature"  is  generally  defined  as  an  electronic  sound,  symbol,  or 
process  attached  to  or  logically  associated  with  an  electronic  record  and  executed  or  adopted 
by  a  person  with  the  intent  to  sign  the  electronic  record. 

g)  “Hyperlink”  An  electronic  link  providing  direct  access  from  one  distinctively  marked  place 

12  in  a  hypertext  or  hypermedia  document  to  another  in  the  same  or  different  document. 

h)  “Portable  Document  Format”  A  digital  document  format  that  preserves  ail  fonts, 

14  formatting,  colors  and  graphics  of  the  original  source  document,  regardless  of  the  application 

15  platform  used. 

16  2)  MANDATORY  ELECTRONIC  FILING 
1?  a)  Trial  Court  Records 

Pursuant  to  Government  Code  section  68150,  trial  court  records  may  be  created,  maintained, 
and  preserved  in  electronic  format.  Any  document  that  the  Court  receives  electronically  must 
be  clerically  processed  and  must  satisfy  all  legal  filing  requirements  in  order  to  be  filed  as  an 
official  court  record  (California  Rules  of  Court,  rales  2,  ICO,  et  seq.  and  2.253(b)(6)). 

b)  Represented  Litigants 

Pursuant  to  California  Rules  of  Court,  rale  2.253(b),  represented  litigants  are  required  so 
electronically  Ole  documents  with  the  Court  through  an  approved  EFSP. 

c)  Public  Notice 

The  Court  has  issued  a  Public  Notice  with  effective  dates  the  Court  required  parties  to 
electronically  file  documents  through  one  or  more  approved  EFSPs.  Public  Notices  containing 
effective  dates  and  the  list  of  EFSPs  are  available  on  the  Court’s  website,  at  www.lacouri.org. 

_ _ _  _ __ _ ^  ^  A 


boakedmarked  item  and  briefly  describe  the  item. 

d)  Attachments  to  primary  documents  must  be  bookmarked.  Examples  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  the  following: 

i)  Depositions; 

ii)  Declarations; 

iii)  Exhibits  (including  exhibits  to  declarations); 

iv)  Transcripts  (including  excerpts  within  transcripts); 

v)  Points  and  Authorities; 

vi)  Citations;  and 

vii)  Supporting  Briefs. 

e)  Use  of  hyperlinks  within  documents  (including  attaclt.net its  and  exhibits)  is  strongly 
encouraged. 

f)  Accompanying  Documents 

Each  document  acompanying  a  single  pleading  mast  he  eiectroaically  filed  as  a  separate 
digital  PDF  document. 

g)  Multiple  Documents 

Multiple  docmiisitts  relating  m  one  case  can  be  uploaded  In  one  eavelc  e  transaction. 
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h)  Writs  and  Abstracts 

Writs  and  Abstracts  must  be  submitted  as  s  separate  electronic  envelope. 

i)  Sealed  Documents 

If  and  when  a  judicial  officer  orders  documents  to  be  filed  under  seal,  those  documents  must  be 
filed  electronically  (unless  exempted  under  paragraph  4);  the  burden  of  accurately  designating 
the  documents  as  sealed  at  the  time  of  electronic  submission  is  the  submitting  patty’s 
responsibility. 

j)  Redaction 

Pursuant  to  California  Rules  of  Court,  rule  1.201,  it  is  the  submitting  party's  responsibility  to 
redact  confidential  information  (such  as  using  initials  for  names  of  minors,  using  the  last  four 
digits  of  a  social  security  number,  and  using  the  year  for  date  of  birth)  so  that  the  information 
shall  not  be  publicly  displayed. 

7)  ELECTRONIC  FILING  SCHEDULE 
a)  Filed  Date 

i)  Any  document  received  electronically  by  the  court  between  1 2:00  am  and  11 :59:59  pm 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  effectively  filed  on  that  court  day  if  accepted  for  filing.  Any 
document  received  electronically  on  a  non-court  day,  is  deemed  to  have  been  effectively 
filed  on  the  next  court  day  If  accepted.  (California  Rules  of  Court,  rule  2.253(b)(6);  Code 
Civ.  Proc.  §  1010.6(b)(3).) 

ii)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  order,  if  a  digital  document  is  net  filed  in  due 


B)  BX  P 

ARTS  A 

& 

APPLICATION. 

.. 

suasion  d 
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day  of  the  ex  parte  hearing,  A  printed  courtesy  copy  of  any  opposition  to  an  ex  parte 


be  delivered  to  the  courtroom  by  4:30  p.m.  the  same  business  day  the  document  is  efiled.  If 
the  efiling  is  submitted  after  4:30  p.m.,  the  courtesy  copy  must  be  delivered  to  the  courtroom 
by  10:00  a.m,  the  next  business  day. 

b)  Regardless  of  the  time  of  electronic  filing,  a  printed  courtesy  copy  (along  with  proof  of 
electronic  submission)  is  required  for  the  following  documents: 

i)  Any  printed  document  required  pursuant  to  a  Standing  or  General  Order; 

ii)  Pleadings  and  motions  (including  attachments  such  as  declarations  and  exhibits)  of  26 
pages  or  more; 

iii)  Pleadings  and  motions  that  include  points  and  authorities; 

iv)  Demurrers; 

v)  Anti-SLAPP  filings,,  pursuant  to  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  section  425.16; 

vi)  Motions  for  Summary  Judgment/Adjudication;  and 

vii)  Motions  to  Compel  Further  Discovery. 


additional  documents.  Courtroom  specific  courtesy  copy  guidelines  can  be  found  at 


0)  WAIVER  OF  FEES  AND  COSTS  FOR  ELECTRONICALLY  FILED 
a)  Fees  and  costs  associated  with  electronic  filing  must  be  waived  for 


b)  Fee  waiver  applications  for  waiver  of  court  fees  and  costs  pursuant  to  Cods  of  Civil  Procedure 
section  1010.6,  subdivision  (b)(6),  and  California  Rules  of  Court,  rule  2.252(f).  mav  be 


FORCTVf 


FIRST  AMENDED  051 


)  SIGNATURE 


Rules  of  Court,  rule  2,257.  This  General  Order 


effective  immediately,  and  is  to  remain  in  effect  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Civil 
"vising  Judge  and/or  Presiding  Judge. 


KEVIN  C.  BRAZILE 
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